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Sir: 

Applicants wish to summarize a telephone interview between Applicants' 
undersigned counsel and the Examiner, which took place on June 7, 2006. 

i -Counsel contacted the; Examiner to discuss the submission in the Third . 
Supplemental Information Disclosures IDS") (filed on February 

I : = : 1 4, 2005) of Leroy et a/., a publication from the American Journal of Gastroenterology, 

-279. With the Supplemental IDS; Applicants submitted pages ; 
271-276 of Leroy ef al. because they did not have a complete copy thereof. 



During the interview, Applicants acknowledged the receipt of a copy of Form 
PTO-1449 from the Supplemental IDS, initialed by the Examiner, and indicating that the 
Form was considered by the Examiner on May 21 , 2005. The citation of Leroy ef al. 
was crossed off in the copy of the Form. Applicants asked the Examiner what was 
meant by crossing off of the citation. The Examiner advised Applicants that his initials 
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next to the citation of Leroy et al. indicated that he considered the reference, but he 
crossed it off because a complete copy had not been submitted. Dr. Rawlings, the 
Examiner, advised that "crossing off' the identification of the reference on the Form 
meant that the reference would not be identified on the front page of the patent, but 
reiterated that the reference was considered. 

Since at the time of the interview Applicants did not realize that, subsequently to 
February 14, 2005, they submitted a full copy of Leroy et a/., they inquired whether they 
could submit a supplemental IDS with a full copy thereof. Dr. Rawlings advised that he 
believed the rules did not provide for such submission at this juncture in the 
prosecution. 

After the interview, Applicants realized that a full copy of Leroy et al. was 
submitted in an IDS filed on May 3, 2005, and subsequently considered by the 
Examiner on May 21 , 2005. Thus, Applicants understand that the citation of Leroy et al. 
will be printed on the front page of the patent. 

Based on the interview, Applicants also understand that any other citations which 
they have submitted in IDSs during prosecution of this application which were initialed 
by the Examiner but crossed off, were considered by the Examiner but will not be 
printed on the front page of the patent. 

It is believed that no fees are due in connection with this filing. However, in the 
event that any fees are necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge 
our Deposit Account No. 50-0206. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 



Dated: June 9. 2005 




Hunton & Williams LLP Stanislaus Aksman 

Intellectual Property Department Registration No. 28,562 

1900 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 1200 

Washington, DC 20006-1109 
(202) 955-1500 (telephone) 
(202) 778-2201 (facsimile) 

SA:sac 
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